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DISTRICTING COMMISSION 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 4, 2012, 5:30 P.M. 

CITY COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 2ND FLOOR 

CITY HALL BUILDING, 2 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA 
 

Members Present: 7 

Chair Gene Finke, John Karlsruher, Vice-Chair Francisco X. Dominguez, David Thackston (7:22 p.m.), 

Oscar Silva (6:15 p.m.), James L. Graham, Alisa Jorgensen 
 

Members Absent: 2 

Gilbert A. Mendez, Jr., Rudy Troncoso 
 

Vacancies: 0 
 

Planning and Economic Development Staff: 

David Coronado, Executive Secretary, Lead Planner; Mariano Soto, Planner, GIS; Marissa Monroy, 

Economic Development Coordinator; Donna Martinez, Senior Secretary 
 

Others Present: 

Marie Taylor, Assistant City Attorney, City Attorney’s Office 
 

1. Meeting Called to Order 
 

Chair Finke called the meeting to order at 5:35 p.m. 
 

2. Establish Quorum 
 

Quorum established. 
 

3. Discussion and action on: 
 

a. Approval of Minutes: March 7, 2012 Meeting 
 

Chair Finke asked if Commissioners had any additions/corrections/revisions to the 

minutes of March 7, 2012. 
 

CORRECTIONS 

1. PAGE 3 OF 16, LAST PARAGRAPH 

Commissioner Jorgensen noted Commissioner Karlsruher’s name was misspelled. 

 

2. PAGE 4 OF 16 

CD-6 – COMMISSIONER THACKSTON 

Chair Finke and Commissioner Jorgensen corrected CD-5 to read CD-6 

 

PD-11 – MR. ALFREDO LONGORIA 

Chair Finke and Commissioner Jorgensen correct CD-5 to read PD-11 

  

ITEM No. 3.a. 
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MOTION: 

Motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Commissioner Jorgensen AND 

UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO APPROVE THE MARCH 7, 2012 MINUTES, AS 

REVISED. 

 

NOT PRESENT FOR THE VOTE: Commissioners Thackston and Silva 

 

Motion passed. (5-0) 

 

b. Drafting and selection of Districting Plans 

 

PRESENTATION OF NEW MAPS 

Mr. Coronado explained that the four new maps had been submitted prior to the March 

14, 2012 deadline.   

 

UPDATE – STATUS OF COUNTY PRECINCT MAP 

Mr. Coronado stated that the County of El Paso, Elections Department provided Planning 

Staff with the new Voting Precinct boundary line map information in March.  The new 

County Voting Precinct boundary line map reflects modifications in the Northeast; 

however, the most notable changes appear in the Northwest and Upper Valley regions.  

These changes will have an impact on maps previously presented to the Commission. 

 

Mr. Coronado suggested Commissioners select up to five maps to be updated with the 

new Voting Precinct boundary line map information for presentation at the next meeting. 

 

At the time the four new maps were submitted, Planning Staff did not have the new 

Voting Precinct boundary line map information.  However, Staff updated the maps with 

the new Precinct boundary line map information.   

 

RECOGNITION – MR. DAVID MARCUS 

At this time, Chair Finke recognized Mr. David Marcus.  Chair Finke stated Mr. Marcus 

was a Commissioner on the last Districting Commission.  Chair Finke hoped Mr. Marcus 

would have some comments during the meeting. 

 

Mr. Marcus thanked the Chair. 

 

PD-12 

Mr. Coronado explained the PD-12 map was created by Ms. Laurie Cooper.  Mr. 

Coronado elaborated on the boundary line and Precinct changes.   

 

PD-12 DEVIATION TOTAL 

Prior to new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 1.6% 

After new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 2.0% 
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PD-13 

Mr. Coronado explained the PD-13 map was created by Ms. Laurie Cooper.   

 

PD-13 DEVIATION TOTAL 

Prior to new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 2.2% 

After new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 2.5% 

 

PD-14 

Mr. Coronado explained the PD-14 map was created by Mr. Ray Mancera, representing 

LULAC (League of United Latin American Citizens).  Mr. Coronado elaborated on the 

boundary line and Precinct changes.   

 

PD-14 DEVIATION TOTAL 

Prior to new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 1.2% 

After new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 1.4% 

 

PD-15 

Mr. Coronado explained the PD-15 map was created by Mr. George Ybarra.  Mr. 

Coronado elaborated on the boundary line and Precinct changes.   

 

PD-15 DEVIATION TOTAL 

Prior to new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 1.5% 

After new Voting Precinct boundary line map information – 1.5% 

 

Chair Finke asked the Commissioners if they would like to follow the same procedure as 

the previous meeting and allow public comment at this time prior to Commissioner’s 

discussion on the maps. 

 

MOTION: 

Motion made by Vice-Chair Dominguez, seconded by Commissioner Graham and 

UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO CHANGE THE AGENDA FORMAT. 

 

NOT PRESENT FOR THE VOTE: Commissioners Thackston and Silva 

 

Motion passed. (5-0) 

 

4. Call for Public Comment 

 

Mr. Coronado stated there were three individuals who had signed up to speak: 

1. Ms. Elvia Hernandez 

2. Dr. Carina Ramirez 

3. Ms. Alejandra Martinez 

 

Chair Finke asked Staff to set a five minute time limit for each speaker. 
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PUBLIC COMMENT 

1. Ms. Elvia Hernandez thanked Commissioners for their time and dedication.  Her 

comments will be directed toward Districts 1 and 8, in particular.  Ms. Hernandez felt that 

the PD-14 and PD-15 maps seemed to work very well regarding the demographics and 

issues pertaining to Districts 1 and 8.  She would personally like to put in her vote for the 

PD-14 and PD-15 maps; they would work very well for Districts 1 and 8.  Ms. Hernandez 

liked that the UTEP area remained in District 1 and that the Willows area would become 

part of District 1. 

 

2. Dr. Carina Ramirez directed Commissioner’s attention to the PD-13 map.  Dr. Ramirez 

explained that Ms. Laurie Cooper drafted the PD-13 map on her behalf as she was 

teaching at the time and could not cancel her class.  Dr. Ramirez asked Commissioners to 

please note that although the configurations of District 1 and 8 seemed to her to be just a 

tad strange; out of respect to what we had understood were the wishes of the residents of 

those areas, their boundaries are not changed in any way.  The PD-13 map meets all the 

stated redistricting criteria set by the City Council, with minimal impact upon existing 

District boundaries, as well as, upon voters in the Districts.  Regarding said criteria, Dr. 

Ramirez noted: 

 

a. All criteria were consistently and evenly applied across the Districts; 

b. All incumbent constituency relations have been preserved; 

c. All Districts follow easily identifiable geographic boundaries, such as well-known and 

easily accessible roads, and are composed of whole voting Precincts; 

d. All Districts are relatively equal to Total Population according to the 2010 Federal 

Census and are within the excellent deviation of 2.5%; 

e. Communities of Interest are maintained within a single District; 

f. It has been verified with the County that the borderline Precinct 150 preserves the 

community interests of the Ysleta del Sur population; 

g. The boundary is also the Congressional District line, which Ysleta del Sur does not 

object to; 

h. The Montwood Neighborhood Association consists of Precincts 118, 119 and 121; 

Precinct 121 was moved from District 6 into District 5 to restore the Neighborhood 

Association established by the Representative Dr. Noe; 

i. Additionally, PD-13 is contiguous, as well as, functionally compact in that there are 

multiple North/South direct thoroughfares in that provide access and easy ability to 

travel within and throughout the Districts; 

j. Furthermore, there is a complete absence of evidence that any Representative of a 

North/South District has failed to respond to concerns raised by constituents within 

their Districts because of those North/South streets which have not posed an obstacle 

to travel or to effective representation to either District 6 or District 7 Representatives; 

k. PD-13 is also based on existing Districts and preserves the core of every District, 

which as Commissioner Jorgensen stated during the March 7th meeting, is 50%. 

l. In contrast, the East/West reorientation of Districts 6 and 7, as drawn in other maps, 

unnecessarily pack 65%, far more than the defined core of District 7 into District 6; 
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m. More importantly, many believe that the East/West reorientation of Districts 6 and 7, 

as drawn in other maps, reflects an attitude of balkanization and it would cause the 

diminution of the representation for voters that the Voter Rights Act was designed to 

prohibit; 

n. Moreover PD-13 follows the principle of proportionality, which is central to 

Representative government, by preserving the opportunity and ability to run an elect 

candidate of choice whereby everyone is afforded proportional, effective and 

responsive representation.  This is reflected by the fact that PD-13 preserves the 

existing number of Representatives accountable to the voters in Districts 6 and 7, as 

well as, the number of opportunities to participate on Boards; 

o. In contrast, as the result of a prior East/West configuration, there has been an 

egregious lack of parity in the representation of interests particularly in that of zoning, 

land use, Code Enforcement and investment of our tax dollars in basic infrastructure; 

p. The source of disparity was created by that previous East/West configuration.  

Thankfully, the present North/South orientation has quite obviously proved 

successful in providing significant progress in the remediation of this inequity; 

q. Finally, the only justification which has been presented for the East/West reorientation 

of District 6 and 7, has been the possibility of future annexation growth which is 

actually impossible because we are right up against Socorro and which, as stated on 

multiple occasions, is not permissible much less legitimate criteria for redistricting by 

either this Commission or by City Council. 

 

As footnote, Dr. Ramirez explained, she had heard a comment earlier this evening and 

would like to clarify.  The longtime residents of the Lower Valley have always considered 

the boundaries of the Lower Valley as being somewhere around Carolina Street and on to 

the East; not anywhere to the west of Carolina.  Dr. Ramirez thanked Commissioners for 

their kind attention.. 

 

3. Ms. Alejandra Martinez, resident of District 7, stated her concern is that there are those 

that assume, because of culture, she would be more comfortable having District 7 redrawn 

to have the District completely south of I-10.  She disagreed with this thought.  She has no 

problem sharing her culture with citizens of the entire city; especially north of the I-10.  

She strongly urged Commissioners not to allow I-10 to be used as a segregationist tool. 

 

4. Mr. Ed Talamantes, resident of District 7, stated it was his opinion that separating the 

District by I-10 is a big mistake.  Mr. Talamantes felt since the District was joined with the 

North side, it has been good for both sides.  Before the two sides joined together, he saw 

no street improvements; however, Representative Ortega has paved the streets and made 

improvements in his area.  At the previous meeting, Mr. Talamantes was concerned when 

Commissioners changed the format of the agenda because you wanted our input and as 

Commissioner Graham stated Commissioners wanted to give the public their attention.  

However, he felt that at the end of that Public Comment session, a Motion was made and 

voted on; however, three of the four maps showed District 7 in the North/South 

orientation separated by I-10; luckily that motion did not pass.  He thought it was a big 

mistake to go with that line of thought.  El Paso is predominantly Hispanic, not that much 
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of a difference in culture.  He could not speak for the other Districts but he wanted what 

was best for all Districts and the people of the El Paso.  Residents of District 7 have 

previously stated we do not favor splitting the District; however, most of these maps 

show a split District.  He wondered if Commissioners were really listening to or caring 

about what the public was saying.  Mr. Talamantes stated that as long as Commissioners 

follow the laws and voter guidelines, public input should have a lot of pull in this matter. 

 

5. Ms. Laurie Cooper, resident of District 7, explained she did submit the PD-12 map but felt 

the map did not represent her intentions.  Ms. Cooper directed her comments to the PD-13 

map and keeping Districts 6 and 7 in a North/South configuration.  Regarding voter 

patterns over the last 10 years, Ms. Cooper stated, both Districts are very cohesive and as 

far as voting percentages go, everyone has been able to elect the candidate of their choice 

by significant margins, well over 50%, for the last 10 years.  They end up with very, very 

competitive races because they have a diversity of candidates which they really, really 

like.  Those North of the Interstate, have shown very strong support for Valley candidates 

and [groups south of I-10] have also shown very, very strong support for very good North 

of I-10 type of candidates.  In 2000, the demographics at that point in District 7 was about 

80% Hispanic; currently, the demographics on the eastside is about 88% Hispanic in 

Districts 3, 5, 6 and 7.  Keeping the Districts North/South is more representative of who 

they are and the people who live on the eastside and it is the only fair map.  Ms. Cooper 

asked the Commission to consider the PD-14 map because she felt that there is a strong 

concern in the Downtown area and they would like those to also be addressed.  However, 

Ms. Cooper did submit PD-13 because it was their understanding that that was what 

Commissioners Jorgensen and Karlsruher wanted and Ms. Cooper and others wanted to 

meet all the criteria, not verge outside of criteria and bring in illegitimate criteria that has 

been done with this East/West orientation of the eastside.  Ms. Cooper strongly, strongly 

encouraged Commissioners to do what is fair, because the East/West orientation is not.  It 

reeks of other purposes other than what you were mandated to do by the Voter Rights 

Act. 

 

CLARIFICATION 

Mr. Coronado clarified that Staff did have to adjust Ms. Cooper’s PD-13 map due to the 

newly drawn County Voting Precinct boundary lines.  Staff wanted to honor Ms. Cooper’s 

changes as best we could; however, there was a change in the lines on the Westside which 

forced Staff to adjust two Precincts.  If staff had not made that adjustment, the deviation 

total for the PD-13 map would have been 6%; still below the 10% benchmark, but higher 

than the current 2.5%. 

 

6. Mr. Jesus Bartholomeu Ochoa, Jr., stated that he has been interested in the redistricting 

process since the 1980’s.  Mr. Ochoa explained that he had filed a successful federal 

lawsuit against EPISD to have single member Districts, which was followed by lawsuits 

against the college and YISD.  Back then, the City on its own did the redistricting without 

a lawsuit.  Last time around, when Mr. Sebastian Martinez had heavy input in the 

redistricting process, is how South El Paso became merged in a goofy District that is now 

District 8.  The Community of Interest in South El Paso has nothing in common with the 
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Community of Interest in the Upper West Side.  That is a moral, moral ugliness that exists 

today, it needs to be corrected.  Adding more Westside Precincts to District 8 will further 

dilute whatever voter strength, which is low anyway, lies in South El Paso.  Do the right 

thing, do not add Westside Precincts to District 8.  If the Commission must add Precincts 

to District 8, Mr. Ochoa urged that District 8 move east.  The population south of the 

freeway is much more heavily Mexican-American Latino than it is north of the freeway.  

The only just manner to acquire legitimate voting equality in the Southside, South El Paso 

particularly; is to increase its strength by moving east not by adding Westside Precincts.   

 

7. Dr. Richard Teschner stated that he supports the PD-12 and PD-13 maps because they 

retain the Rim Area neighborhood, Kern Place, Robinson Avenue, the Mission Hills 

neighborhood in District 1 and that he opposes the PD-14 and PD-15 maps.  He thanked 

Mr. Ochoa, Jr. as Dr. Teschner noticed that the PD-14 and PD-15 maps would have the 

effect of once again joining large sections of the Westside in putting our three 

neighborhoods with Downtown El Paso, the Segundo Barrio and the few of the Precincts 

east of the Segundo, including the Chamizal.  Dr. Teschner strongly supports the PD-12 

and PD-13 maps and opposes the PD-14 and PD-15 maps because they subtract the 

identified neighborhoods from District 1 where they have always been and where they 

want to remain. 

 

8. Mr. David Marcus thanked and applauded Commissioners for their service to the 

community; however, Mr. Marcus would not give an opinion on any of the maps.  The 

argument is still the same as it was 10 years ago between Districts 1 and 8 when he served 

on the Commission.  It was an impossible task; however, he wished the Commissioners 

the best of luck. 

 

5. Commissioner’s Discussion Post Public Comment 

 

Chair Finke stated he would like Commissioners to state their top two favorite maps. 

 

District 1, Commissioner Karlsruher favors: 

1. PD-13; and 

2. PD-12 

 

District 7, Commissioner Graham favors any map with an East/West Configuration for those 

eastside Districts; therefore, he favors: 

1. CD-5; and 

2. CD-4 

 

Commissioner Graham explained why he felt that realigning Districts 5, 6 and 7 in the east-

west orientation would enable future City Council candidates from our Lower Valley 

community (south of Interstate 10) to run for office with a much greater likelihood of 

success. 
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He graphically illustrated how a candidate from our Lower Valley could most likely face 

difficulty being elected due to fund raising and voter turnout challenges within his or her 

community of greatest influence (the Lower Valley) should these districts remain in their 

current north-south orientation. 

 

Commissioner Graham further stated that our greater Mission Valley and areas south of I-

10, within District # 7, have been blessed with our current District # 7 Representative, Steve 

Ortega, who lives north of I-10 but has an ear and a heart for constituents residing south of 

the interstate.  However, he warned that such good “caretaker representatives” may not 

success Representative Ortega over the next 10 years that our new districting map will 

apply. 

 

Commissioner Graham explained he favored the CD-5 map over the CD-4 map due to the 

orientation of Districts 1 and 8 to one another. 

 

District 2, Vice-Chair Dominguez stated there are five maps that he would like to see put on 

the table; however, at this time Vice-Chair Dominguez favors: 

1. PD-13; and 

2. PD-14 

Vice-Chair Dominguez explained part of this process has been to gather as much of a variety 

of opinions and maps as possible; however, there is not one perfect map.  There are aspects of 

the PD-12, PD-13, PD-14 and PD-15 maps that he really likes and dislikes.  Noting the maps 

other Commissioners are putting on the table and that may be on the table, he felt that some 

of the key issues represented in the PD-13 and PD-14 maps should be on the table. 

 

District 8, Commissioner Jorgensen favors: 

1. PD-13; and 

2. CD-4 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen can work with the PD-13 map; however, she had the following 

major concern: 

a. The Medical Center of America and the Airport are in the same District (District 2).  At one of the 

public meetings, Commissioner Jorgensen remembered City Council Representative Emma 

Acosta Ms. Minerva Acosta commenting on the lack of representation in District 3; and 

b. Commissioner Silva had previously requested that Precinct 130 be located in District 5 

 

Regarding the CD-4 map, Commissioner Jorgensen would like to: 

Change the eastside Districts to show a North/South configuration 

 

District 5, Commissioner Silva favors: 

1. PD-7; and 

2. Previously mentioned CD-5 and CD-4 

 

Regarding the PD-7 map, Commissioner Silva would like to: 

Make changes to District 2 and modify the division between Districts 1 and 8. 
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Chair Finke suggested Staff prepare a matrix of some kind to keep track of the votes. 

 

At this time, Mr. Coronado clarified the Commissioner’s Votes of their favorite maps tally. 

Votes 

  A B C D E 

1 
  

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 

2 PD13 
 

3 
  

3 CD5 
 

1 1 
 

4 PD12 
  

1 
 

5 CD4 (m) 
 

3 1 

6 PD14 
  

1 
 

7 PD7 
 

1 
  

 

After the Final Selection tally had been clarified, Chair Finke wanted to discuss the top two 

favorite maps, PD-13 and CD-4. 

 

Commissioner Silva interjected that that may not be the fairest way to go about this.  He 

explained some Commissioners may not have named their favorite map due to other 

Commissioners having already named that same map.  Commissioner Silva thought perhaps 

the tally numbers might not be accurate. 

 

Mr. Coronado created an Excel spreadsheet. 

 

Ms. Taylor explained part of this exercise was to narrow down the list of maps so that Staff 

could go back and make the necessary new Voting Precinct boundary lines adjustments.  It 

was her understanding that Commissioner’s would like Staff to make those boundary line 

adjustments to the CD-5, CD-4 and CD-7 maps.  Additionally, Staff will then create a sub-map 

(modified) for CD-4 with the modifications suggested by Commissioner Jorgensen.  Ms. 

Taylor suggested Commissioners motion to direct Staff to make those adjustments to the CD-4 

and PD-13 maps as suggested by Commissioner Jorgensen. 

 

MOTION: 

Motion made by Commissioner Jorgensen, seconded by Commissioner Karlsruher AND 

UNANIMOUSLY CARRIED TO DIRECT STAFF TO REDRAW CD-4 WITH THE 

NORTH/SOUTH ORIENTATION INSTEAD OF THE EAST/WEST AND ALSO THE NEW 

COUNTY PRECINCTS.  LOOK AT PD-13 WITH THE NEW COUNTY PRECINCTS.  IF 

POSSIBLE, MOVE PRECINCT 130 INTO DISTRICT 5, TRUSTING STAFF’S JUDGMENT 

TO ACCOMMODATE THAT CHANGE IN POPULATION. 
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CLARIFICATION 

Mr. Coronado clarified Commissioners are requesting that Staff: 

1. Modify CD-4 to reflect the North/South orientation between Districts 6 and 7; 

2. Change PD-13 to show Precinct 130 added into District 5 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen clarified Precinct 130 shows a significant population; Staff will have to 

make some adjustments. 

 

Mr. Coronado concurred and added staff would make that adjustment.   

 

Commissioner Graham requested Mr. Coronado review the map numbers again. 

Final Selection 

  A B C D 

1 
 

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3 

2 District 1 – J Karlsruher PD13 CD4 (m) 
 

3 District 2 – F Dominguez PD13 PD14 
 

4 District 5 – O Silva PD7 CD5 CD4 

5 District 7 – J Graham CD5 CD4 
 

6 District 8 – A Jorgensen PD13 CD4 (m) 
 

 

Commissioner Karlsruher stated, considering the Commissioner from District 8 comment on 

the modification of CD-4, he would concede his second choice (PD-12) to CD-4 with 

modifications. 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen noted the CD-5, PD-7, PD-12 and PD-14 maps would not move 

forward to City Council as there was no majority. 

 

Chair Finke stated it would be worthwhile to look at PD-13, CD-5, PD-12, CD-4, PD14 and 

PD-7 again.  If after looking at these maps again, Commissioners might amend their map 

positions.  Chair Finke gave commentary on each map’s current and proposed boundary 

lines. 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen explained the PD-14 and PD-7 maps displace two City Council 

Representatives; if presented to City Council, Commissioner Jorgensen felt these maps would 

be DOA (Dead on Arrival). 

 

Chair Finke asked Commissioners if they wanted to amend their previous map choices.  There 

was no response from Commissioners.  Chair Finke noted the CD-4 map preserves the East/West 

configuration with modification; however, the PD-13, CD-5, PD-12 show a North/South 

orientation. 
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Commissioner Graham concurred with Chair Finke and added the PD-12 map shows a 

North/South configuration.  Commissioner Graham understood the modification requested 

by Commissioner Jorgensen was regarding Districts 1 and 8. 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen clarified the modification, as unanimously voted on by 

Commissioners, was to modify the eastside Districts to show a North/South orientation.  

Basically the CD-4 map would have two versions. 

 

Chair Finke explained Commissioners are not yet to the stage, voting on presenting the select 

maps to City Council.  The Commission is trying to narrow the selection down so that Staff 

can work up the adjusted plans for Commissioner’s to review at the April 18th meeting.  He 

would like to preserve the major concerns of the Commissioners.  For example, this 

Commission understands the concerns of District 1 and District 8 Commissioners; they would 

like to preserve, as far as possible, the existing configuration of their Districts given that 

District 1 needs to expand while District 8 must reduce its size.  Commissioners Karlsruher 

and Jorgensen concurred. 

 

Chair Finke continued the other major concern is the eastside District configurations; 

North/South or East/West.  At this time, Chair Finke suggested Commissioners narrow down 

their choice of maps further by removing the PD-7 and PD-14 maps. 

 

Commissioner Silva clarified the PD-7, PD-12 and PD-14 maps would be eliminated. 

 

Vice-Chair Dominguez interjected he had made the suggestion to include the PD-14 map.  

Vice-Chair Dominguez urged Commissioners to leave the map on the table, at least until all 

the Commissioners are present.  The Commission needs to make drastic changes in some 

areas; the PD-14 map achieves that objective specifically regarding Districts 1 and 8.  At the 

time Commissioners debate the final list of maps to be presented to City Council, the 

conversation will have to be had as to why it might be the time to change the configuration of 

Districts 1 and 8. 

 

Chair Finke would honor the Vice-Chair’s request.  He then asked Commissioners if they 

would like to eliminate the PD-7 map from the list. 

 

Commissioner Silva urged Commissioners to leave the PD-7 map on the list.  He explained 

that, with the modifications, the PD-7 map has features that the other maps do not. 

 

Commissioner Jorgensen stated she would support the Chair’s original suggestion to table the 

PD-7, PD-12 and PD-14 maps.  She explained Commissioners have been meeting since 

October; some Commissioners have met and/or exceeded their duties and responsibilities, 

others have not.  Those who have not will hear from their City Council Representatives at the 

time the maps are forwarded to the City Council. 

 

Chair Finke then asked if Commissioners would like to eliminate the PD-12 map from the list. 
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Mr. Coronado interjected Commissioner Karlsruher withdrew his request to have the PD-12 

map on the list and requested that his second choice become CD-4 map, with modifications.  

Mr. Coronado had modified the spreadsheet accordingly removing PD-12 and adding an 

additional vote for CD-4 [modified].  He noted that the number of pre-selected maps is now 

five.  Regarding the CD-4 map, there are three votes as the number two choice and one vote as 

the number three choice. 
 

Chair Finke continued the map review commentary with PD-13; then CD-5, CD-4, PD-14 and 

PD-7.  Chair Finke noted Commissioner Graham strongly supports the CD-4 map. 
 

Commissioner Graham stated the CD-4 map, as shown by Staff this evening, is not the CD-4 

map Commissioners will consider.  He was uncomfortable with that.  Commissioner Graham 

explained the entire eastside will be radically changed from the current East/West configuration 

for Districts 5, 6 and 7.  To the Commission, Commissioner Graham stated he would vote for 

CD-4 as it stands now 
 

Commissioner Graham reiterated and clarified his concerns; he would like to see a map like the 

CD-4 map is currently for the following reasons: 

a. It does give a progressive eastside scenario; and 

b. It does not displace two of our current City Council Representatives living outside their 

Districts.  He concurred with Commissioner Jorgensen in that that map would be DOA 

(dead upon arrival) at the City Council meeting. 
 

Commissioner Graham stated presently, the CD-4 map gets around that problem, between 

District 1 and 8; additionally, it gives Commissioners an opportunity to move forward with a 

progressive map.  Commissioner Graham strongly suggested that Commissioners carry the CD-

4 map forward as it stands. 
 

Mr. Coronado explained the motion made by Commissioner Jorgensen was to move the CD-4 

(with modifications) and PD-13 maps forward to the next step.  He explained that 

Commissioners could make a motion to add more maps to the list, as they stand with the new 

lines, with revisions and with the new lines, etc., for review at the April 18th meeting.  It was 

Staff’s opinion that Commissioners want to have at least a handful of maps to look at for the 

April 18th meeting.  Commissioners have requested the following maps be presented at the April 

18th meeting: 

1. The PD-13 map with modifications; 

2. The CD-5 map, as it stands, with the new County Precinct boundary lines; (2 votes) 

3. The CD-4 map, as it stands, with the new County Precinct boundary lines; (2 votes) 

4. The CD-4 map with modifications and with the new County Precinct boundary lines; and (2 

votes) 

5. The PD-7 map as it stands with the new County Precinct boundary lines; (1 vote) 
 

Mr. Coronado explained that would leave out the PD-14 map from the list. 
 

Chair Finke asked to see the PD-14 map once more.  He remembered the PD-14 map being 

highly objectionable to three of the Commissioners present. 
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Vice-Chair Dominguez stated he strongly favors the PD-14 map, at least for ongoing discussion 

purposes, and would like the PD-14 map to remain on the list.  Regarding the DOA comment, 

Vice-Chair Dominguez understood that that was a matter of opinion; however, in the political 

process, nothing is dead on arrival until the votes have been counted.  Vice-Chair Dominguez 

understood the notion that the likelihood and probability that the PD-14 map may not be voted 

on and passed by City Council; however, until that time when Commissioners can have a 

lengthier discussion regarding why this map should be considered the PD-14 map should 

remain on the list.  Vice-Chair Dominguez was mindful and respectful of the many factors to be 

considered.  In his opinion, the most important factor is the people residing in those Districts.  

Vice-Chair Dominguez was very respectful of maintaining the Kern Place, Rim Area, etc. unity; 

nothing in the PD-14 map undoes that unity. Vice-Chair Dominguez thought the objective for 

this meeting was to narrow down the list of maps so that Commissioners can organize their 

arguments and positions and to allow the community to speak at the next meeting.  At that time, 

Commissioners can/will make the decision which maps to present to City Council.  Vice-Chair 

Dominguez asked Commissioners to be more deliberative about this process so that they can 

have more discussion.  Commissioners are at the stage where they want to narrow the list and at 

the next meeting, vote.  For that reason, Vice-Chair Dominguez strongly, strongly advocates that 

the PD-14 map remain on the table and remain open for debate and consideration.  If 

Commissioners decide to kill it, then they kill it.  In conclusion, Vice-Chair Dominguez would 

like to see the community make comments and Commissioners to have a longer, broader 

discussion on the matter. 
 

Chair Finke understood the Vice-Chair’s comments to reflect that, as a result of this meeting, 

Commissioners refer the following six (6) maps to the Planning Staff: 

1. PD-13; 

2. CD-5; 

3. CD-4; 

4. CD-4 (m); 

5. PD-14; and 

6. PD-7 
 

MOTION: 

Motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Vice-Chair Dominguez and CARRIED TO MOVE 

FORWARD WITH THE FOLLOWING MAPS: 

1. PD-13; 

2. CD-5; 

3. CD-4; 

4. CD-4 (m); 

5. PD-14; and 

6. PD-7 
 

AYES: Vice-Chair Dominguez and Commissioners Thackson, Silva and Graham 

NAYS: Commissioners Karlsruher and Jorgensen 

ABSTAIN: Chair Finke 
 

Motion passed. (4-2-1) 
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Following the vote, Commissioner Jorgensen complimented the Vice-Chair on his very eloquent 

speech regarding every voice being heard and every possibility being considered; however, as 

an engineer, Commissioner Jorgensen felt compelled to response.  Commissioner Jorgensen 

noted that since our first meeting in October, it became evident that Commissioners have very 

strong and varied opinions, both here and at the community meetings.  Commissioner Jorgensen 

apologized to the Vice-Chair if he felt that her comments were too harsh but she emphasized 

that now is the time to whittle down the list of maps.  Commissioners have to make some very 

hard decisions as to what we will/will not advocate for and what will/will not be discarded.   

 

Chair Finke complimented Commissioners on their ability to whittling down the number of 

maps for consideration from 27 to six.  Prior to the next meeting, Planning Staff will make the 

necessary adjustments to those six maps for presentation to Commissioners.  At the next 

meeting, Commissioners will have the opportunity to debate, discuss and vote on which maps 

will be presented to City Council.  As suggested by Vice-Chair Dominguez, Commissioners will 

severely pare down the number of maps at the next meeting. 

 

c. May 2012 meeting schedule 

 

Mr. Coronado complimented Commissioners in their making great progress tonight.  The 

next meeting will be held April 18th, which could possibly be the last Districting Commission 

meeting where Commissioners will select two maps to be presented to City Council.  If not, 

Staff will maintain the same every other week meeting schedule for the month of May, three 

meetings beginning May 2, meetings to be held in Council Chambers. 

 

Chair Finke requested Commissioners make a motion to accept the meeting schedule as stated 

by Mr. Coronado. 

 

MOTION: 

Motion made by Commissioner Graham, seconded by Vice-Chair Dominguez and UNANIMOUSLY 

CARRIED TO ACCEPT THE MAY 2012 MEETING SCHEDULE AS STATED BY MR. 

CORONADO. 

 

6. Adjournment 

 

MOTION: 

Motion made by Commissioner Jorgensen, seconded by Vice-Chair Dominguez and UNANIMOUSLY 

CARRIED TO ADJOURN THE MEETING AT 7:53 P.M. 
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